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Honourable  Auberon  Herbert. 


PUBLISHED  AT  THE  CENTRAL  OFFICES  OP  THE 

LIBERTY  AND  PROPERTY  DEFENCE  LEAGUE, 

WESTMINSTER  CHAMBERS,  7,  VICTORIA  STREET, 

LONDON,  S.W. 

ONE  PENNY. 


THE 


RIGHTS  OF  PROPERTY 

AN  ADDRESS  BY  THE 


i 


f 


LIBERTY  & PROPERTY  DEFENCE  LEAGUE, 


Report  of  Proceedings  and  Speeches. 


* THE^seveuth  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Liberty  and  Property  Defence 

League  was  held  in  the  Large  Hall  at  the  Westminster  Palace 
Hotel  on  Tuesday,  December  10th,  1889,  when  there  was  a large 
attendance  of  members  and  supporters  which  included  the  Earl  of 
Wemyss,  Lord  Sherborne,  Lord  Bramwell,  the  Hon.  Auberon 
Herbert,  the  Hon.  E.  Charteris,  Sir  F.  Bramwell,  Bart.,  F.E.S., 
Sir  R.  Burnett,  Bart.,  the  Rev.  C.  G.  Charlton-Lane,  Master  of  the 
T Mercers'  Company,  Mr.  George  Palmer,  the  Rev.  R.  T.  Crawley, 

the  Rev.  dementi  Smith,  jMr.  H.  R.  Hughes  [Abergele)  Mr.  James 
j Grahame  [Glasgoiv) ; Mr.  J.  H.  Levy,  Hon.  Secretary  of  the 

Personal  Rights  Association ; Mr.  Wordsworth  Donisthorpe,  Mr. 
J.  Danvers  Power,  Secretary  of  the  County  Brewers’  Society ; Mr. 
W.  S.  Seton  Karr,  Mr.  W.  Young,  Mr.  J.  Dacosta  of  the  Indian 
Constitutional  Association ; Mr.  A.  E.  Hake,  Hon.  Secretary  of  the 
Free  Trade  in  Capital  League ; C.  M.  Clode,  C.B.,  Mr.  F.  Bower 
[Chichester)  ; Lieut.  Col.  T.  Tully,  Dr.  E.  L Sellon,  Hon.  Secretary 
of  the  National  Association  for  the  Defence  of  Moral  Freedom ; Mr. 
S.  Burghope,  Secretary  und  Parliamentary  Agent  of  the  Licensed 
f Victuallers'  National  Defence  League  ; Mr.  G.  A.  Robinson,  of  the 

Manchester  Brewers'  Central  Association ; Mr.  R.  Clegg,  of  the 
j Rochdale  Licensed  Victuallers’  Association  ; Mr.  T.  Price,  of  the 

Southampton  Licensed  Victualler^  Association  ; Mr.  J.  James,  of  the 
Plymouth  Licensed  VictuaUeis'  Association  ; Mr.  Brown  and  Mr.  J, 
Sarson,  of  the  Leicester  Licensed  Victuallers'  Association  ; Mr.  Colin 
Oliphant  and  Mr.  Charles  Ebborn,  of  the  Metropolitan  Beer  and  Wine 
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Trade  Protection  Society,  Mr.  W.  Lee,  of  the  Barrow  Propeiui/ 


Owners  Protection  Association  ; Mr.  N.  J.  Green,  of  the  hast 
Surrey  Water  Works  Company  \ J.  B.  Downes  (Difto),  Mr.  Bowley 
{Bowley  and.  Son);  Mr.  A.  Forbes  Sieveking;  Mr.  G.  Fairfield,  of 
the  Victorian  Liberty  and  Property  Defence  Leayue,  {Melbourne)  ; 
Mr.  W.  C.  Crofts,  Mr.  Frederick  Millar,  Mr.  D.  E.  Oliver,  Mr. 
Dobson,  Mr.  James  Hole,  Secretary  of  the  Associated  Chambtrs  of 
Commerce;  Mr.  John  Bottomley,  and  the  Misses  Bottomley,  Miss 
Abney  Walker,  Miss  A.  Goff,  Miss  Law,  Hon.  Secretary  London 
DiaUctical  Society,  Mr.  Alfred  M.  Bos,  Rev.  — Davis,  Mr.  Hugh  A. 
Brydges,  Mr.  J.  Gibbs,  {Greenwich)  Mr.  C.  M.  Smith,  Mr.  A.  Bird, 
Mr.  Stephens,  Mr.  J.  Lodge,  Mr.  D.  W.  Coates  Ardley,  {Croydon) 
Mr.  James  Reading,  M.  J.  MeUor,  {Liverpool)  Mr.  W.  E.  Mont- 
gomery, Mr.  S.  A.  Gimson,  {Leicester)  Mr.  Gimson,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Ramie,  Mr.  J.  H.  Simpson,  and  many  others. 

Lord  Wemyss  : My  lords,  ladies,  and  gentlemen,  before  I 
move  that  the  Hon.  Auberon  Herbert — who  has  kindly  consented 
to  preside— take  the  chair,  I wish  to  mention  the  names  of  some 
of  those  who  have  sent  letters  or  telegrams  regretting  their  inability 
to  attend.  I may  mention  the  Earl  of  Dartrey,  Earl  Fortescue, 
the  Eight  Hon.  Sir  Massey  Lopes,  Bart.,  Earl  of  Lovelace,  Lord 
Grimthorpe,  Sir  Roland  Knyrett  Wilson,  Bart.,  Sir  Roper 
Lethbridge,  M P.  General  Pitt-Eivers,  F.R.S.,  Mons.  Arthur 
Eaffalo\dtoh,  Mr.  Charles  Hopwood,  Q.C.,  Mr.  H.  D.  Pochin,  Major 
Cavendish  C.  Fitzroy,  Mons.  L.  Guerin,  of  the  Societe  de  Legislation 
Comparee  {Paris),  Colonel  W.  Ross  King,  of  Tertowie,  Mr.  F.  G. 
Rotherford,  Secretary  of  the  United  Property  Owners'  Association, 
Mr.  H.  S.  Syer,  Chairman  of  the  Licensed.  Victuallers’  Protection  Society 
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of  London,  Mr.  E.  W.  Norfolk,  Secretary  of  ditto,  Mr.  Alfred  Avery, 
Secretary  of  the  Manchester  and  Salford  Licensed  Victuallers'  Associa- 
tion, Mr,  Clias.  Randall,  Secretary  of  the  Bidstol  Licensed  lictuallei^s' 
Protection  Association,  Mr.  G.  Hewson,  Secretary  of  the  Belfast 
Licensed  Victuallers'  Protection  Association,  Mr.  W*  Roberts,  Secretary 
of  the  Bristol  Beer  and  V iue  Trade  Protection  Association,  Mr.  James 
McWilliam,  President  of  the  Qlastjow  Beer  Spirit  and  Wine  Trade 
Defence  Association,  Mr.  P.  Queen  Tosuey,  Secretary  of  ditto,  Mr. 
A.  Harvie,  Secretary  of  the  Anti-Prohibition  League  {Brighton), 
etc,,  etc.  In  moving  that  Mr.  Auberon  Herbert  take  the  chair,  I "wish 
simply  to  say  that  we  have  always  had  some  able  and  distinguished 
man  to  preside  and  deliver  an  address  on  the  occasion  of  our 
annual  meeting ; and,  in  pursuance  of  this  custom,  Mi.  Herbert 
has  been  invited  to  take  the  chair  now.  On  one  occasion,  you  will 

doubtless  remember,  we  had  a distmguished  foreigner  as  chairman, 

% 

M.  Leon  Say,  and  our  endeavour  is  always  to  get  speakers  of  ability 
and  whose  names  are  well  known.  Anybody  “who  reads  a news- 
paper knows  how  well  Mr.  Auberon  Herbert  can  write.  (Heai,  hear.) 
We  know  that  he  is  an  apostle  of  liberty,  and  you  will  be  certain 
to  hear  from  him  an  exposition  of  liberty  of  the  most  orthodox 
form.  I have  not  the  slightest  notion  w^hat  he  is  going  to  say,  but 
I am  quite  sure  that  whatever  he  says  wdll  be  worth  listening  to 
and,  probably,  weighing  well.  It  is  due  to  Mr.  Herbert  to  say  this 
much  in  reference  to  his  position,  and  I have  to  say  this  much 
more : that,  although  he  is  in  thorough  sympathy  with  our  League, 
he  does  not  belong  to  us.  He  has  not  joined  us,  and  he  desires  me 
to  say  that  he  cannot  join  us.  I am  afraid  that  is  because  he 
thinks  we  are  leather  too  mundane  in  the  way  in  which  we  deal  with 
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the  principle  of  liberty.  It  is  better,  however,  that  he  should  himself 
explain  his  views  upon  this  matter.  I am  bound  in  honour  to  say 
that,  in  consenting  to  take  the  chair,  Mr.  Herbert  in  no  way 
compromises  his  independence  in  preaching  pure,  sound  doctrines  of 
liberty  and  of  individualism.  (Applause.) 

The  Hon.  Auberon  Herbert,  who  was  cordially  greeted  in 
taking  the  chair,  said  : My  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  I have  to 
thank  you  for  the  kmd  compliment  you  have  paid  me  in  asking  me 
to  take  the  chair  to  day.  As  you,  my  lord,  (Lord  Wemyss)  said, 
there  are  certain  differences  of  opinion  between  those  who  act  with 
your  League  and  those  with  whom  I generally  act,  but  I conceive 
that  every  party  must  have  its  different  sections.  In  almost 
every  party  there  is  a right  wing  and  a left  wing  ; a certain  num- 
ber of  persons  who,  perhaps,  are  influenced  and  actuated  rather 
by  ■what  I may  call  the  conservative  and  the  practical  considera- 
tions ; and  there  is  another  section  who  are  generally  actuated  and 
influenced  by  what  I may  call,  the  more  radical  and — at  all  events 
in  their  own  opmion — the  more  philosophical  considerations. 
But,  whilst  I think  that  it  is  wise  for  every  section  to  maintain 
its  own  distinctive  position  so  long  as  it  firmly  believes  in  the 
opinions  wdnch  it  professes,  whilst  I do  not  think  we  ought  either 
of  us  to  merge  our  own  individuality,  yet  I think  we  ought  always 
to  be  ready  to  act  together.  (Hear,  hear.)  I would  ask  whether 
it  -ft'ould  not  be  altogether  a small,  a petty,  and  a mistaken  view 
of  our  position,  if  our  differences  were  to  count  for  everything  and 
our  points  of  agreement  to  count  for  nothing.  (Hear,  hear.)  It  is 
true  that  I have  heard  it  whispered  by  our  friend,  the  man 
in  the  street,  who  knows  so  much  always  about  our  affairs — I have 


I 


7 


heard  it  sometimes  whispered  that  my  friend,  Mr.  Crofts,  the  able 
secretary  of  this  League,  occasionally  devotes  a little  more  of  his 
attention  to  one  of  those  two  sisters — Liberty  and  Property — who 
stand  at  the  head  of  your  programme,  than  he  does  to  the  other. 
I have  heard  it  hinted  that  he  is  sometimes  a little  more  warmly 
attached  to  the  fair  sister  Property  than  he  is  to  the  fair  sister 
Liberty.  I shall  not  presume  to  ofter  any  judgment  upon  that 
point.  I shall  leave  that  entirely  as  a matter  for  his  own 
conscience,  but  I should  like  to  say  this  : If  this  League,  which 
has  met  here  to  day,  is  taking  its  stand  upon  this  particular  point 
that,  it  seeks  to  maintain  every  kind  of  property — be  it  land  or 
any  other  form  of  property — perfect  wth  all  its  individual  rights, 
that  it  intends  not  to  hand  down  this  great  possession  of  property 
clipped  and  mutilated  as  regards  those  rights  to  another  gene- 
ration— then,  I say,  of  you  or  any  other  body  having  this  end  in 
view,  that  you  are  undertaking  the  most  important  -work  which  any 
body  of  men  can  undertake  as  regards  the  future.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  to-day  property  seems  rather  a question  of  the  rich 
than  of  the  poor,  but  it  will  not  be  so  to-morrow  or  the  day 
after.  The  whole  tendency  of  a free,  progressive  society  is  by 
natural  and  peaceful  means  to  distribute  property  amongst  an 
ever  increasing  number  of  the  community  ; only  if  you  wish  that 
to  be  the  case,  there  is  one  condition  which  must  be  absolutely 
maintained,  and  that  is  that  the  great  prize  should  lose  nothing 
of  its  attractiveness.  If  this  prize  is  to  act  upon  the  mass  of  your 
people,  if  it  is  to  lead  them  to  bear  sacrifices  on  its  behalf,  if  it  is 
to  make  your  people  frugal,  prudent,  and  self-denying,  if  it  is  to- 
make  them  iudift’erent  to  the  offers  which  demagogues  place 
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before  them,  you  must  absolutely  talve  your  stand  upon  this  con- 
dition ; that  property  is  to  remain  as  it  is  with  all  its  inherent 
I . advantages,  with  all  its  full  individual  rights — stripped  of  none 

of  them.  (Hear,  hear.)  Well,  now,  if  you  will  allow  me,  I will 
glance  at  the  two  great  divisions  of  wealth.  I will  glance,  first 
of  all,  at  the  question  of  land.  Well,  rve  know  that  the  ideals 
I with  respect  to  land  change  and  must  change  in  these  days.  A 

j few  years  ago  it  was  the  ideal  of  landowners  to  have  a large 

unbroken  estate  stretching  far  round  their  hall  doors  ; and  it  was 
their  ideal — and  a very  right  and  good  ideal — that  this  great 
estate  should  be  farmed  by  men,  possessed  of  skill  and  capital, 
following  the  best  agricultural  methods ; whilst  everywhere  upon 
the  estate  should  be  found  good  and  comfortable  cottages  for 
the  labourers.  But,  I hope,  you  will  allow  me  to  say  that,  I think, 
this  is  an  ideal  which,  in  presence  of  the  great  forces  that  are 
pressing  upon  us  to  day,  must  give  way  to  another  ideal.  I may 
be  wrong  in  my  view,  but  I am  quite  sure  you  will  let  me,  for  what 
it  is  worth,  lay  it  before  you.  I would  venture  to  say  to  all 
landowners,  if  they  would  listen  to  words  from  my  lips,  that  the 
great  point  to  which  they  should  direct  their  attention  at  the 
present  moment  in  order  that  w^e  may  preserve  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty in  land  uninjured  and  unlessened  in  any  manner,  in  order 
that  we  may  check  the  growing  movement  towards  the  municipali- 
sation  or  communalisation  of  land — the  great  step  to  take  is  to  try 
to  bring  the  small  owners  into  line  with  the  large  owners.  -(Hear, 
hear.)  I do  not  myself  wish  to  see  that  done  by  any  state  machi- 
nery. (Hear,  hear.)  What  I should  like  to-day  strongly  to  urge 
upon  all  friends,  is  that  those  who  have  large  properties  should 
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- deliberately  break  off  a piece  of  that  property,  and  divide  it  into 

small  portions— small  holdings— and  offer  them  as  freeholds  to  the 
« most  vigorous  and  the  most  capable  of  the  small  men  on  systems 

• of  deferred  payment.  I would  venture  to  go  even  further.  I think 

4 some  of  us  who  are  not  owners,  might  still  contrive  to  take  a part 

in  this  useful  work.  I think  we  might  join  ourselves  together  and 
say  that  we  will — each  of  us  according  to  our  opportunities  we 
will,  whether  in  one,  tAvo,  or  three  years,  be  responsible  for 
creating  one  such  small  property,  or  more,  as  I have  described. 
For  the  sake  of  the  future  (and  it  is  for  the  sake  of  the  future  that 
I want  to  do  this  thing,  as  well  as  for  the  sake  of  justice  to 
the  present  large  owmers,  Avhom  I AAmuld  seek  to  shelter  from  acts 
0 of  SAveeping  injustice),  it  is  for  the  sake  of  the  future,  that' I AAant 

to  prei^erve  laud  not  with  obligations,  and  limitations  and  state 
sei’A'itudes  placed  upon  it,  but  as  perfect  and  complete  freeholds 
* of  Avhich  a man,  Avhen  he  had  once  gained  possession  might  enjoy 

the  full  fruition.  (Hear,  hear.)  Well  now,  I wall  briefly  pass  to 
the  other  great  dmsion  of  wealth,  the  division  w^hich  is  not  laud 
but  capital.  Strongly  as  I am  opposed  to  all  socialistic  methods, 
I Avish  to  make  this  confession  to  the  socialists— that  at  least  in 
one  sense  they  are  the  only  people  who  have  suggested  the  true 
solution  of  the  labour  problem.  That  is  to  say,  amongst  all  the 
solutions  of  the  labour  question  w'hich  are  offered  us,  I see  none 
, ' . which  are  thoroughly  satisfactory,  efficient,  and  final  except  that 

the  Avorker  everywhere  should  become  capitalist,  not  by  socialistic 
’ means— (hear,  hear)— not  by  methods  of  expropriation  and  appro- 

priation, but  in  that  good,  wholesome,  Avay  of  devoting  their  savings 
to  special  ends,  Avhich  the  Avorking  classes  already  have  show’n 
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US  they  understand  so  well.  We  have  only  to  glance  at  what  has 
already  been  done  to  see  what  is  possible  in  the  future.  We  have 
only  to  glance  at  the  great  co-operative  successes,  the  co-operative 
factories — still  few — that  are  now  beginning  to  come  into  existence, 
the  large  sums  contributed  to  the  trades  unions,  and  invested  by 
them,  the  large  sums  in  the  Savings  Banks,  the  large  sums 
contributed  to  the  sick  benefit  societies,  and  I might  even 
take  other  things,  such  as  that  most  excellent  new  movement  which, 
I believe,  is  spreading  in  different  parts  of  the  country  where 
workmen  are  undertaking  a system  of  them  own  medical  relief. 
All  these  things  are  evidence  to  us  of  what  this  class  can  do  when 
once  it  enters  that  good  road  of  individual  frugality,  self-denial, 
and  determination  by  self-help  to  conquer  the  future.  (Applause.) 
It  is  -worthy  of  remark  that  it  generally  happens  that,  we  begin 
to  do  a thing  unconsciously  before  we  do  it  consciously ; and  my 
belief  is  that  the  time  has  now  come  when  our  working  peoj)le  will 
realise  to  what  much  larger  ends  this  power  of  saving  capital  may 
be  directed.  (Hear,  hear.)  I do  not  believe  it  would  be  an 
impracticable  or  even  very  difficult  thing  for  our  working  people  (if 
they  once  placed  the  idea  steadfastly  before  them  of  getting  hold  of 
the  capital  of  the  country,  and  thus  of  sharing  in  the  direction  of 
its  great  industrial  concerns)  to  go  on  saving  and  saving,  although 
the  amounts  saved  might  be  only  t-wopence  or  threepence  per  week, 
until  capital  and  labour  become  merged  together.  They  could  do 
this  great  thing  I believe ; and  they  would  be  stimulated  to  do  it 
by  having  this  distinct  aim  in  view^  It  is  that  distinct  aim,  I say, 
let  us  from  this  day  henceforth,  put  before  the  work  people  of  this 
country.  Let  us  say  to  them,  “Combine  in  saving  and  investing 
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unions,  and  put  your  pennies  together  until  you  have  gradually  ac- 
quired a solid  part  interest  in  the  great  industrial  concerns  of 
the  countxy.  Then  you  will  arrive  at  that  blessed  condition  when  i 
a worker  will  be  at  the  same  time  that  he  is  a worker  also  a capitalist. 
And  his  income  in  the  future,  to  which  I ayi  looking  forward,  wdll 
no  longer  depend  solely,  as  it  does  to-day,  upon  his  weekly  earnings, 
but  pait  of  it  will  come  from  his  invested  capital,  and,  at  the  same 
time  that  he  receives  from  this  double  source,  he  will  necessarily 
have  a po^yerful  ruling  voice  as  regards  the  conditions  under  which 
his  own  labour  is  given.”  I will  not  trouble  you  with  figures,  how 
pennies  saved  grow  to  pounds  and  how  pounds  grow  to  millions  of 
pounds,  but  of  this  I am  quite  certain,  that  a very  small  contribu- 
tion indeed — a contribution  so  small  as  a weekly  twopence — laid 
aside  with  this  distinct  intention  of  becoming  part  owner  of  the 
industrial  capital  of  the  country,  would  altogether  in  a few  years 
change  the  present  condition  of  the  mass  of  our  workmen. 
(Applause.)  If  I am  not  unduly  occupying  your  time — (go  ony — 

I should  like  to  touch  upon  one  other  point  and  that  is  the  very 
important  point  of  taxation.  Now,  I am  known  by  my  friends  to 
have  extreme  views  upon  that  subject,  and  I shall  not  inflict  them 
upon  you  here.  But  I expect  you  will  not  quarrel  greatly  with  me 
when  I say  that  we  are  all  of  us  of  one  mind  in  this  matter  so  far 
at  least  that  we  are  determined  that  that  vast  and  complex  thing 
which  we  call  society  shall  not  m this  conntry  become  merely  the 
happy  hunting  ground  of  the  politician.  (Loud  applause.)  We  are 
determined,  as  far  as  lies  upon  us  and  as  far  as  we  can  influence 
the  minds  and  consciences  of  our  countrymen,  that  the  wealth  of  this 
country — whatever  form  it  may  be  in — shall  not  be  used  as  the  great 
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bribery  fund  of  both  political  parties.  (Cheers.)  And,  if  we  are 
determined  upon  that,  then,  I ask,  has  not  the  time  come  when,  at 
all  events,  your  local  taxation  which  has,  in  some  parts  of  the 
country,  been  brought  to  such  an  excessive  height  and  has  been  so 
mismanaged  and  wasted — has  not  the  time  come  wdien,  at  any 
rate,  if  you  are  not  prepared  to  go  any  further  in  my  direction  you 
should  reach  this  point : that  you  should  propose  that  there  should 
be  a distinct,  definite  limit  to  that  local  taxation,  beyond  which, 
apart  from  the  consent  of  the  individual  taxpayer,  your  local  body 
could  not  pass.  (Hear,  hear.)  It  seems  to  me — I will  not  lay 
before  you  my  own  special  view — it  seems  to  me  a monstrous 
thing  that  an  elected  body  should  consider  that  the  holy  rite  of 
election  gives  them  a right  to  dip  their  hand,  as  deeply  as  they 
choose,  in  the  pockets  of  any  persons  who  live  within  their 
jurisdiction.  (Applause.)  That  appears  to  me  to  be  a perfectly 
monstrous  claim  which  never  can  be  morally  justified  and  has 
simply  grown  up  by  accident.  It  has  growm  up — as  these  things 
do  grow  up — by  a sort  of  negligence  and  inattention  on  our  part. 
Has  not  the  time  come  when  you  should  say  to  your  Local  autho- 
rity, “ Gentlemen,  we  are  prepared  ” — for  example — “to  give  you  20 
per  cent,  of  oiu*  income,  20  per  cent  of  our  rateable  value  you  may 
have  to  amuse  yourselves  with — (laughter) — but  that  shall  be  your 
legal  estate,  beyond  that  you  shall  not  pass.”  (Laughter  and  ap- 
plause.) My  noble  friend  (Lord  Wemyss)  laughs,  and  I gather  he 
is  shocked  at  the  amount  I propose.  I agree,  and  think  it  is 
shocking  thus  to  hand  over  a fifth  of  one’s  income,  principally  to 
be  wasted,  but,  I believe — although  I do  not  know  so  much  as 
I should  of  London  local  affairs — that  in  certain  parts  of  the 
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metropolis  the  suggested  limit  has  akeady  been  exceeded.  I think 
in  South  Kensington  it  has  passed  beyond  that — I think  it 
is  nearly  25  per  cent.  Does  any  one  know  precisely  ? (A  voice 
after  a pause,  “ A gentleman  says  in  some  part  it  is  nearly  40  per 
cent.”  Laughter.)  I confess  that  our  ignorance  upon  this  subject 
deserves  some  blame  on  our  part ; but  it  also  arises  from  our 
helplessness— which  is  caused  by  many  things  of  which  I cannot 
speak  now — in  presence  of  the  great  institutions  that  rob  us  at 
their  pleasure.  (Hear  and  laughter.)  Well,  just  in  the  same 
Avay  as  I would  treat  your  local  authority,  so  I would  deal  with 
such  institutions  as  the  London  School  Board.  As  one  who  is 
not  a -warm  admirer  of  the  proceedings  of  that  Board,  I venture 
to  say  that  they  (the  Board)  have  shown  that  they  do  not  under- 
stand their  owui  finances,  that  they  do  not  understand  how  to 
look  after  their  own  buildings,  whilst  at  the  same  time  they  are 
manifesting  an  increased  greediness  for  power.  (Hear,  hear.)  I 
would  deal  with  them  exactly  in  the  same  way ; I would  give  them 
so  much  and  I would  draw  the  line  at  that  so  much,  and  not  a 
penny  beyond  that  should  they  ever  get,  except  as  a voluntary  con- 
tribution. If  they  wished  to  have  more,  if  they  wished  to  pass 
beyond  that  limit,  then  let  them  throw  themselves  upon  the  good 
feeling  and  business  judgment  of  the  citizens,  and  if  they  could 
make  out  a case— if  they  could  show  some  good,  real  purpose  to  be 
answered  bv  this  extra  outlay — I suspect  that  English  citizens, 
acting  freely  and  not  under  compulsion,  would  be  ready  to  meet 
such  a demand.  And  now  I have  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  I 
think  we  had  better  make  up  our  mmds  to  face  one  great  fact — we 
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can  hope  for  very  little  from  either  of  the  two  great  political 
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parties  in  the  state.  (Applause.)  I do  not  know  whether  any 
of  you  are  more  hopeful  than  I am  on  this  subject,  hut  I must 
say  I think  we  are  only  deceiving  ourselves,  if  those  of  us  who 
care  for  liberty  and  for  free  action,  and  who  wish  to  restrict  state 
restrictions,  look  to  either  political  party  to  help  us.  (Hear,  hear.) 
I quite  admit  that  there  is  a sort  of  difference  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  treat  us.  The  Conservative  Government,  when  it  takes 
something  from  us,  is  rather  like  the  old-fashioned  highwaymen. 
They  act  in  a pleasant,  polite  manner,  they  lift  their  hat  and  wish 
you  “good  morning”  and  make  you  a graceful  bow,  hut  all  this 
ceremonial  ends  very  much  in  the  same  result — your  purse  is 
taken  from  you.  (Laughter.)  I am  sorry  to  have  to  say  it  of 
my  Radical  friends,  but  truth  constrains  me  to  say  that  they 
make  the  same  process  as  unpleasant  as  they  can.  They  are  more 
like  the  modern  garroter,  who  nearly  strangles  you,  knocks  you 
down,  curses  you  while  you  are  on  the  ground,  and  then  departs 
with  your  property.  (Much  laughter.)  But,  so  far  as  the  final 
outcome  or  result  is  concerned,  I see  very  little  difference  in  either 
case.  At  the  same  time  I do  not  wonder  that  the  wealthier 
people  prefer  to  have  their  purses  lightened  by  those  who  do  it  with 
sympathising  expressions  and  eloquent  horror  at  the  violent  methods 
of  their  rivals.  (Hear,  hear  and  laughter.)  Of  this,  looking  at  the 
field  of  politics,  I feel  assured ; if  we  really  intend  to  pursue  this 
path  of  personal  rights,  if  we  intend  to  pursue  this  path  of 
individuahsm,  we  must  do  it  as  a separate  and  distinct  party. 
(Hear,  hear.)  We  have  to  learn  in  this  matter  from  those  others 
who  have  been  successful  in  their  own  way.  The  Irish  party  are 
one  example  amongst  others.  They  have  refused  to  ally  them- 


selves, except  on  their  own  terms,  with  any  party.  The 
teetotallers  have  done  the  same,  the  supporters  of  woman  suffrage 
have  done  the  same,  and  the  socialists  have  done  the  same  ; and, 
n e^ch  case,  a large  measure  of  their  success  has  been,  I believe, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  they  have  distinctly  stood  aloof  from  both 
parties.  They  have  simply  said  “We  will  help  that  party  who 
accept  our  views.”  (Applause.)  And  that  must  be  our  position. 
Don’t  go  to  them ; and  in  time  one  or  other  will  come  to  you. 
Every  young  party  has,  we  know,  an  uphill  fight  before  it.  The 
thing  we  want  to  do  is  not  to  influence  this  election  or  that 
election,  or  to  help  to  return  this  or  that  man  to  parliament — 
what  we  have  got  to  do  is  to  set  ourselves  steadily  to  famiharise 
the  country,  especially  the  workman,  with  our  own  ideas ; and  if  we 
only  poll  at  each  election  one-tenth  or  one-twentieth  part  of  the 
votes,  at  all  events  we  shall  impress  the  people  of  this  country  with 
the  fact  that  we  have  a creed,  and  are  ready  to  make  sacrifices  for 
it.  If  Ave  are  to  do  any  good  Ave  must  be  a fighting  party  and  an 
Aincompromising  party.  I repeat  that  tliere  is  nothing  to  hope 
from  the  two  political  parties  as  they  are.  I am  not  going  to 
waste  your  time  or  my  time  by  blaming  the  leaders  on  either  side. 
I doubt  if  they  can  help  their  own  conduct.  There  is  a pressure 
of  forces  behind  both  of  them  Avhich  makes  them,  as  regards  their 
own  direction,  the  most  helpless  men  in  the  Avorld,  (Laughter.) 
I am  not  a sufficiently  good  arithmetician,  to  make  so  abstruse  a 
calculation  myself,  but  somebody,  perhaps,  maybe  found  competent 
to  calculate  what  fraction  of  their  oaaui  conscience  and  judgment  each 
one  of  them  is  able  to  preserve.  (Laughter.)  I do  not  wish  to 
speak  too  much  in  blame,  because  I recognize  that  great  forces  are 


H 


1 


I 


16 


pressing  upon  them  and  leave  them  no  choice  in  the  matter. 
When  once  you  have  entered  upon  a struggle  for  power,  you 
must,  in  order  to  content  and  satisfy  the  great  body  of  followers 
who  look  to  you  for  victory,  out -manoeuvre,  and  out-march,  oat-bid 
and  out-trick  your  opponents.  It  is  the  necessity  placed  upon  you 
by  the  very  circumstances  of  the  case.  (Hear.)  I will  not  waste 
vour  time  or  mine  by  apportioning  the  blame  upon  either  the 
leaders  of  the  Opposition  or  of  the  Government,  but  I will  say  this  : 
if  vou  and  I wish  to  lessen  this  terrible  evil,  if  we  are  sick  from  the 
bottom  of  our  hearts  of  this  great  game  of  out-manoeuvring  and  out- 
bidding, what  we  have  got  to  do  is  to  destroy  the  object  of  the 
struggle  itself.  We  have  got  to  limit  and  restrict  power,  to  do 
away  with  the  great  prize  which  is  for  ever  dangled  before  the  eyes 
of  our  politicians ; and,  when  we  have  done  that,  we  shall  find 
that  we  have  cut  down  to  the  very  heart  and  root  of  the  evil. 

(Cheers.)  ^ ^ 

Lord  Wemyss  : My  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  I should  be 

anticipating,  no  doubt,  what  the  gentleman  who  will  move  a vote  of 

thanks  to  the  chairman  may  say,  if  I were  to  speak  much  in  praise 

of  what  we  have  heard  from  my  honourable  friend.  I said,  m my 

opening  remarks,  that  I was  not  the  least  aware  of  what  he  would 

say,  and  how  far  what  he  said  would  be  in  sympathy  with  the 

views  of  the  League.  Speaking  generally,  I think  what  he  has 

said  will  be  extremely  useful.  He  has  laid  down  broad,  intelligible, 

and  philosophical  principles  and,  in  the  main,  there  is  nothing  we 

have  heard  from  him  to  which,  as  members  of  the  Liberty  and 

Property  Defence  League,  we  can  very  greatly,  if  at  all,  object 

I am  sure  we  are  aU  grateful  to  him  for  having  spoken  so  clearly 
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upon  this  very  vital  subject  and  we  must  remember  that  he  held  up 
the  standard  of  liberty  before  our  League  was  in  existence.  Our 
report,  owing  to  circumstances  over  which  we  had  no  control,  was 
only  passed  yesterday.  Therefore,  although  it  has  been  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  printers,  copies  have  not  yet  been  struck  off  and 
supplied  to  members.  The  gentleman  who  will  move  the  adop- 
tion of  the  report,  hails  from  Scotland.  I only  met  him  half  an 
hour  ago  on  bis  return  from  the  Azores.  Such,  however,  is  his 
confidence  in  the  League  and  its  work  that  he  readily  consented 
to  propose  the  adoption  of  a report  which  he  had  not  seen,  and  of 
winch,  at  the  present  moment,  he  knows  nothing.  (Hear,  hear  and 
laughter.)  I do  not  think  you  can  have  a greater  proof  of  confi- 
dence in  the  government  of  any  society  than  that.  (Hear.)  But 
it  will  be  my  duty  to  point  out  what  that  report  contains,  to 
glance,  at  all  events,  at  its  main  features.  As  regards  general 
progress  our  League  is  in  a very  satisfactory  position.  We  are 
getting  more  members,  and  more  corporations  are  federated  with 
us.  Our  membership  is  now  about  1,000.  Last  year  80  corpora- 
tions were  federated  with  us— we  have  this  year  100.  The  socialistic 
tendency  of  the  time  is  forcing  people  to  join  us  who  have  hitherto 
held  aloof.  Mr.  Auberon  Herbert  has  talked  about  our  being  a 
fighting  party.  He  knows  that  the  sinews  of  war  in  politics,  as  in 
actual  warfare,  are  money;  and,  if  funds  are  forthcoming,  there  is 
no  reason  why  we  should  not  run  anti-socialistic  candidates  at 
elections  independently  of  both  parties,  as  my  honourable  friend 
suggested,  but  for  this  purpose  we  want  funds.  Our  finances  are 
so  far  satisfactory  that  our  income,  in  the  year  just  closed,  has 
been  considerably  larger  than  in  any  pixndous  year.  (Hear,  hear.} 
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Our  income  has  happily  gone  on  increasing  and,  I hope,  that  the 
state  of  things  at  the  present  time,  will  induce  those  corporations 
federated  w’ith  us  to  see  the  necessity  which  exists  for  extending 
our  work.  I hope  they  will  realise  that  the  one  thing  needful  to 
enable  our  League  to  carry  on  its  work  efficiently,  and  by  means 
of  lectures,  meetings,  and  printing,  to  counteract  the  socialistic 
tendency  of  the  time,  is  money;  and  hence  I trust  the  fede- 
rated corporations  will  subscribe  liberally  to  our  funds.  I may 
add  that  we  have  paid  off  part  of  a little  debt  v*'e  were  obliged  to 
incur  last  year.  We  have  extended  our  operations  in  many  direc- 
tions in  the  provinces.  We  have  new  branches,  under  the  direction 
of  honorary  secretaries,  at  Birmingham,  Nottingham,  Brighton, 
Cambridge  University,  and  the  list  now  includes  home  branches  at 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  Leeds,  Sheffield.  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  Derby, 
Sunderland,  Oldham,  York,  Portsmouth,  Carlisle,  Glasgow,  Aber- 
deen, and  Dublin.  The  Indian,  Colonial,  and  foreign  branches 
comprise  those  in  India,  Australia  (two).  United  States  of  America 
(two),  France,  and  Italy  (three.)  Besides  the  central  offices  at 
Westminster,  and  the  branches  for  North  and  West  London,  steps 
are  being  taken  to  establish  a branch  in  the  city.  The  establish- 
ment of  branches  and  the  appointment  of  honorary  secretaries  are 
pending  at  Bristol,  Leicester,  Hull,  Southampton,  Plymouth,  Edin- 
burgh, Dundee,  and  Belfast.  The  League  lecturers  have  been  in 
many  parts  of  England  endeavouring  to  arouse  public  opinion,  es- 
pecially among  the  working  classes,  against  the  socialistic  ten- 
dencies of  current  legislation.  Lectures  and  addresses  have  been 
delivered  at  the  Birkbeck  Institute,  before  the  Fabian  Society,  the 
Dialectical  Society,  the  Progressive  Association,  and  at  the  Cannon 
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Street  Hotel ; also  at  Sheffield,  Malvern,  Bristol,  Glasgow, 
and  Manchester.  In  conjunction  with  the  National  Association 
for  the  Defence  of  Personal  Rights,  our  Lecture  Department 
held  a series  of  meetings  at  Leicester  in  defence  of  freedom 
from  state  interference,  alternately  with,  and  in  opposition  to,  a 
series  of  addresses  delivered  there  by  prominent  members  of  the 
Social  Democratic  Federation  and  the  Socialist  League,  of  wdiich 
Mr.  Hyndman  and  Mr.  William  Morris  are  respectively  the 
presidents.  I do  not  think  there  is  much  more  I need  say  in  ex- 
planation of  the  League’s  work  during  the  past  year.  I may, 
however,  add  that  we  have  printed  and  issued  in  this  period 
150,000  publications.  This  includes  the  report  of  a debate  on 
“ Local  Option,”  a verbatim  record  of  the  speeches  at  our  last 
annual  dinner,  parliamentary  summaries,  or  a recapitulation  of  the 
work  of  the  League  in  parliament  during  the  last  eight  years,  par- 
liamentary records,  1889 — an  analysis  of  the  Bills  before  parlia- 
ment during  the  session,  the  “ Prohibition  Fiasco,”  the  annual 
report  or  review  of  the  general  progress  and  -work  of  the 
League  in  1888,  and  the  parliamentary  report  for  1888 — A 
summary  of  the  work  of  the  League  in  opposing  overlegislation. 
Last  year  it  was  thought  that  a much  larger  proportion  of  the 
total  publications  of  the  League  should  consist  of  leaflets  better 
adapted  for  wide  distribution  and  popular  use  than  are  the  more 
exhaustive  pamphlets.  Hence  a great  number  of  what  are  called 
“ Liberty  Leaves  ” have  been  published  and  circulated.  They  deal 
briefly  with  a great  variety  of  subjects.  For  instance,  they  treat  of 
“ State  Slaves  or  Free  Workers  ? ” Compulsory  Allotments,  Lease- 
hold Enfranchisement,  State  Education,  Technical  Education, 
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lutermediate  Education,  Elementary  Education,  Employers’  Lia- 
bility, Unsocial  Socialism,  State  and  Municipal  Socialism,  Rating 
of  Ground  Rents,  State  Lessons  in  Coercion,  Is  Individualism 
selfish  ? Land  and  Capital,  Private  Work  and  Public  Waste, 
and  Early  Closing.  These  leaflets  are  to  be  had  of  all  booksellers 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom.  Now,  here  is  a very  important  mat- 
ter, I have  to  mention.  I have  pointed  out  that  we  are  in  federation 
with  three  kindi’ed  associations  in  France.  We  all  know  that  there 
has  been  a great  International  Exhibition  in  Paris.  One  of  the 
s,ections  of  that  Exhibition  was  an  Economic  Section,  and  our 
«•  League  was  asked  to  send  its  publications  to  that  section.  That  was 
done,  and  the  result  has  been  that  our  publications  were  so  greatly 
approved  of  that  this  department  have  awarded  to  the  Liberty  and 
Property  Defece  League  what  is  called  the  “Grand  Prix.”  This 
is  not  all.  We  have  been  requested  to  allow  our  publications  to 
remain  in  the  Economic  Museum  which,  under  the  Minister  of 
Commerce,  is  permanently  established  as  the  fruit  of  this  Exhibi- 
tion. We  are  also  under  a promise  to  send  them  any  further 
publications  issued  by  us.  That  shows  the  estimation  in  which 
our  League  and  its  works  are  held,  in  France.  Further,  I may 
repeat  what  I stated  at  our  last  public  dinner,  namely,  that  at 
the  Economic  Section  of  the  Paris  Exliibition  there  was  an 
international  congress  on  topics,  such  as  were  touched  upon  by  my 
hon.  friend  (the  chairman)  and  with  which  our  League  deals, 
and  the  result  of  the  discussion  was  the  adoption,  by  a vast 
majority  of  the  economists  present  from  all  parts,  of  the  principles 
which  animate  our  League  agauist  undue  state  interference, 
and  municipal  trading,  and  in  favour  generally  of  the  principles 
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^ of  liberty  and  individualism.  I think  it  well  that  chese  satisfactory 
features — which  are  dealt  with  hi  our  report — should  be  men- 
tioned at  this  meeting.  One  other  point  I wish  to  mention  is 
this  : thanks  to  the  industry  of  my  friend,  Mr.  Crofts,  we  have 
collected  in  our  office  an  amount  of  literature  relating  to  topics 
connected  with  Economics,  Liberty,  and  Property,  such  as  exists 
nowhere  else.  (Hear,  hear.)  This  literature  mainly  consists  of 
cuttings  from  newspapers  tabulated  under  different  heads,  and  it 

affoids  a valuable  mass  of  information  to  which  any  member  of 
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the  League  can  refer,  or  it  any  one  wishes  to  have  a copy  of  any  par- 
ticular item  it  can  be  made  for  him.  The  report  of  the  parliamentary 
committee  will.shortly  be  published,  stating  what  has  been  done  and 
what  is  proposed  to  be  done  ; what  has  been  accomplished  in  the 
past  year  and  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  in  the  immediate  future. 
Having  thus  formally  dealt  with  some  details  in  our  report,  I 
should  just  like  to  say  a few  words  more  upon  the  general  question 
and  as  to  how  we  stand.  This  League  has  now  been  in  existence, 
I think,  seven  years.  I believe  it  has  done  a great  deal  of  good 
and  useful  work  in  putting  before  the  public,  in  various  forms 
— in  speeches  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  in  our  publications, 
and  in  lectures,  and  at  meetings — what  is  going  on,  and  in  endea- 
vouring to  hold  up  a mirror  to  the  nation  in  which  it  may  see 
reflected  the  steady  advance  of  Sociahsm  and  of  predatory  doctrines 
in  the  State.  (Hear.)  Now,  we  have  lately  been  deluged  with 
political  speeches.  Lord  Roseberry  has  been  talking  to  the 
Liberal  Federation  at  Glasgow,  and  we  hav'e  had  a great  meeting 
of  the  Liberal  Federation  at  Manchester.  I took  the  trouble  last 
' night  of  running  cursorily  over  these  speeches  to  ascertain  how 
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far  what  has  been  said  points  to  the  spread  of  socialistic  doctrine 
and  principles  which  our  League  is  intended  to  fight.  Take  what 
Lord  Roseberry  says.  He  says  : — “ When  a Liberal  Government 
is  in  power  again,  the  County  Council  powers  will  be  extended,” 
and  that  “ the  essence  of  Liberalism  is  to  adapt  itself  to  a new  state 
of  things.”  That,  I suppose,  means,  that  if  the  new  state  of 
things  is  predatory  the  wise  Liberal  Government  of  the  future  will 
adapt  itself  to  that  state  of  things.  (Laughter.)  He  says  that 
“Local  Option  us  to  be  applied  to  more  than  Liquor;  that  the 
solution  of  the  land  question  lies  with  local  option  and  that  large 
powers  qua  land  are  to  be  entrusted  to  Local  Councils  to  purchase 
land,  cut  it  up  and  sell  it  in  plots  to  small  holders.”  And  here 
I may  say  one  word  with  regard  to  what  fell  from  my  hon.  friend 
with  regard  to  small  land  holders.  How  does  it  happen  that  now 
there  are  no  small  holdings,  while  there  used  to  be.  Because  they 
do  not  pay.  (Applause.)  Men  have  been  free  to  buy,  to  sell,  to  keep, 
to  part  with  their  property,  either  inherited  or  purchased,  and  whereas 
formerly  there  were  lots  of  small  holdings  in  Great  Britain,  they 
have  now  ceased  to  exist.  Why  ? Simply  because  they  did  not 
pay  and  it  was  found  that  more  money  could  be  got  for  them  than 
profit  got  out  of  them,  and  so  some  neighbouring  farmer  or  landlord 
has  absorbed  them.  (Hear,  hear.)  Of  course,  if  the  men  owning 
small  allotments  prospered,  if  it  could  be  shown  that  they  throve 
and  did  well,  it  would  be  a good  thing  for  England  to  multiply 
small  holdings,  but  why  create  what  economic  law  has  hitherto  de- 
monstrated cannot  exist  in  this  country  ? In  France  there  are  a 
multiplicity  of  these  small  holdings,  and  I believe  no  men  are  so 
hard  worked  as  their  owners  and  cultivators.  It  is  not  a case  with 
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them  of  eight  hours  labour  but  of  eighteen.  (Hear,  hear.)  Those 
who  are  most  conversant  with  the  condition  of  the  peasant  pro- 
prietors of  France,  and  who  are  best  qualified  to  speak  and  write 
on  the  subject.  Lady  Veruey  to  wit,  will  tell  you  they  are  the 
hardest  worked  class  of  people  in  the  world.  (A  voice : and  are 
mortgaged.)  Besides  being  mortgaged  up  to  the  hilt.  I liave  my- 
self, in  the  South  of  France  seen  men  trenching  their  vineyards 
and  olive  grounds  up  to  their  waists,  working  like  slaves  for  the 
little  they  are  able  to  make  out  of  the  land  they  owned  and 
tilled.  In  speaking  to  M.  Leon  Say,  I said  to  him  that  we  ’’n 
England  heard  a great  deal  about  the  stability  imparted  to  the 
State  in  France  by  reason  of  the  prosperity,  the  happiness,  and 
contentment  of  the  peasant  proprietors  ; and  that  it  was  anticipated 
like  results  would  follow  upon  the  multiplication  of  small  holdings 
in  England.  I asked  him  if  the  French  small  landowners  were  as 
contented  as  they  were  described.  He  replied  : “ Not  at  all,  each 
one  is  discontented  because  somebody  else  has  a larger  piece  of 
ground  than  his  own.”  Then  I would  ask  my  honourable  friend 
this.  Suppose  what  he  wishes  is  brought  about  and  the  land  is 
cut  up  into  small  crofter-like  holdings,  are  the  plots  to  become  the  \ 
absolute  freehold  of  the  cultivators ; are  they  to  be  allowed  to  sell 
or  part  with  them,  or  are  they  only  to  have  a sort  of  limited  free- 
hold under  the  control  of  the  State,  and  not  be  allowed  to  sell  ? 
These  are  some  of  the  difficulties  into  which  we  are  landed  in  the 
consideration  of  this  question.  In  the  East  of  Scotland,  where  there 
are  not  these  small  holdings,  the  people  were  not  visited  by  that 
awful  destitution,  on  the  failure  of  the  potato  in  18-16,  which 
prevailed  among  the  Crofters  in  the  West  and  in  Ireland, 
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I have  not  a word  to  say  against  small  holdings  if  it  can  be  shown 
they  will  do  any  good.  If  this  can  be  shown  let  us  encourage  the 
allotment  system  as  a trial,  but  I doubt  whether  it  would  prove 
the  remedy  for  all  our  ills  which  some  people  are  inclined  to 
think.  To  continue,  however,  my  quotations  from  Lord  Roseberry. 
When  a Liberal  Government  comes  into  power,  and  when  they 
have  given  the  London  County  Council  and  other  County  Councils 
more  power,  he  says — mark  this ! — “ The  acquisition  of  land 
in  towns  will  be  dealt  with  by  the  Liberal  party  in  the  most  un- 
compromising spirit.  The  Liberal  party  will  make  short  work  of 
such  questions.”  And,  I find,  the  Liberal  Federation  at  Manchester 
passed  a resolution  in  which  they  favoured  an  “equitable” — 
bless  the  mark! — “an  equitable  taxation  of  land  values,  and  ground 
rents,  leasehold  enfranchisement,  speedy  and  simplified  procedure 
for  awarding  tenants  compensation,  compulsory  powers  for  acquir- 
ing land  in  town  and  country,  compulsory  powers  of  purchase  at 
agricultural  value  of  property  adjoining  towns — (laughter) — and, 
also  at  agricultural  value,  of  land  in  the  country  with  minerals 
under  it.  (Laughter.)  That  is  what  we  have  got  to  face  and  oppose 
in  the  future.  Then  a gentleman  spoke  at  Manchester  whose  name 
is  Tucker — not  our  old  friend,  Dan  Tucker — (laughter) — but  a 
reverend  gentleman.  He  said  that  “ all  a grateful  country  had  to 
offer  the  agricultural  labourer  was  the  grim  discipline  and  white- 
washed walls  of  the  cursed  workhouse.”  When  workhouses  were 
/first  established  the  whole  of  England  was  in  danger  of  being 

t 

pauperised  for  even  wages  "were  helped  and  paid  out  of  the  rates,  and 
f one  of  the  greatest  services  rendered  to  this  country  by  the  Liberal 
IjGovemment  of  the  day  was  the  passing  of  the  new  reformed  poor 
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law.  (Hear,  hear.)  Now,  the  workhouse  is  the  test  of  whether  a 
man  will  or  cannot  work.  If  he  cannot  find  work  and  is  destitute 
there  is  the  workhouse  for  him.  When  Louise  Michel,  the  great 
French  communist,  was  in  this  country  she  inspected  our  work- 
houses.  What  is  her  opinion  of  this  “cursed  workhouse” 
which  is  a fruit  of  the  law  that  comes  down  to  us  from  the  time 
of  Elizabeth.  She  (Louise  Michel)  said:  -“If  they  (in  France) 
had  such  an  institution  as  our  poor  law  with  its  workhouse,  they 
would  have  no  revolutions ; and  that  the  poor  in  this  country 
possessed  in  that  poor  law  a security  which  was  absolutely  wanting 
in  France.”  Under  our  poor  law  in  order  that  no  one  may 
starve,  a man  may  be  rated  up  to  every  thing  he  possesses.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  poor  law  is  too  harshly  adminstered 
or  needs  to  be  relaxed  somewhat,  but,  I believe  it  lies  in  a 
great  measure  at  the  very  root  of  the  independence  and  prosperity 
of  the  working  people  of  this  country.  I do  not  think  I need  say 
more  except  on  this  point,  that  Mr.  Morley  has  said  at  Glas- 
gow “There  is  a new  spirit  in  the  air,  and  the  democracy 
of  England  and  Scotland  will  not  be  very  tender  of  vested 
interests  —they  will  be  less  tender  of  class  prejudices.”  Now,  1 
quite  admit  with  Mr.  Morley  that  there  is  “ a new  spirit  in  the  air,” 
or,  rather,  I differ  from  him  in  this — I wish  it  were  “ in  the  air  ” 
and  would  remain  “ in  the  air.  ” But  this  spirit  inhabits  some- 
thing much  more  solid  than  air.  You  find  the  predatory  spirit 
everywhere.  You  find  it  in  the  dealings  with  land,  houses,  and 
fisheries.  Colonel  Saunderson,  speaking  in  Scotland  the  other  day, 
aid,  what  some  men  wanted  was  free  land,  free  fish,  and  free 
\ whisky.  (Laughter.)  I do  not  know  about  the  latter,  but  I know 
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there  are  Leagues  in  Scotland  -whose  object  it  is  to  throw  open  all 
the  fisheries.  The  tendency  of  the  present  time  is  thus  shown  by 
the  speeches  we  read  in  the  newspapers  and  by  the  action  of  public 
bodies.  My  hon.  friend  (the  chairman)  says  he  distrusts  both 
parties.  Well,  so  do  I.  I sit  on  the  cross  benches — (laughter) — 
I have  always  thought  and  said  that  one  side  is  just  as  bad  as  the 
other  in  bidding  for  votes.  The  late  Mr.  Henry  Fawcett,  in  one  of 
his  books  published  years  ago,  predicted  that  in  England  we  should 
arrive  at  Socialism  sooner  than  any  other  country  in  consequence 
of  our  system  of  party  goverment  and  the  bidding  of  parties  for 
place  and  power.  Speaking,  not  as  a party  politician,  but  simply 
as  interested  in  liberty,  property,  and  security  of  capital,  I should, 
up  to  a recent  date,  have  been  inclined  to  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
(the  chairman)  and  to  think  he  was  right  when  he  said  we  had 
nothing  to  choose  as  between  the  two  parties  of  the  State,  that  it 
was,  so  far  as  were  concerned,  simply  a case  of  tweedeldum 
and  tweedeldee,  and  that  both  parties  were  playing  the  same  game. 
I think,  however,  that  the  Conservatives  are  beginning  to  realise 
that  the  game  is  one  in  which  they  must  lose.  (Hear,  hear.)  I 
think  they  are  beginning  to  see  that  if  they  bribe  one  class 
with  the  property  of  another  the  other  party  "will  bribe  still  more. 
And  so,  the  game  will  not  pay.  I am  inclined  to  think  the  advice 
given  by  the  Standanl  two  months  ago,  when  it  denounced  the 
Government  for  not  going  far  enough  into  these  social  questions  and 
being  out-done  by  its  opponents,  will  not  be  taken.  Mr.  Stanhope, 
the  Secretary  for  War,  has  protested  against  this  doctrine  of  spolia- 
tion, and  Mr,  W.  H.  Smith,  the  leader  of  the  house  of  Commons,  w'ent 
so  far  as  to  say  that  those  people  w^ho  would  bribe  wholesale  in  this 
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way  ought  to  be  punished;  that  they  should  be  punished  for  promis- 
ing one  set  of  men  gifts  of  legislation  wdiich  w^ere  tantamount  to 
the  spoliation  and  robbery  of  others.  But  we  have  what  is  more 
important  still — the  recent  speech  of  Lord  Salisbury.  With  the 
foreign  policy  part  of  that  speech  we  have  nothing  to  do,  but  thosb 
who  belong  to  this  League  are  greatly  interested  in  what  he  says 
upon  Social  questions.  Now  I have  a little  better  hope  and  a 
little  better  heart  as  regards  the  present  position  of  politics  than 
my  hon.  friend  (the  chairman),  because  of  Lord  Salisbury’s  recent 
speech  at  Nottingham.  Whilst  the  Prime  Minister  expressed  full 
sympathy  w'ith  labour  and  the  poor,  he  denounced  and  showed 
the  folly  and  certain  failure  in  the  long  run  of  the  wild  attempts 
which  are  being  made  to  benefit  them  by  robbing  other  people, 
and  he  weiat  on  to  say  this — which  should  be  printed  in  letters 
of  gold — “If  I wanted  a definition  of  Conservative  policy,  I 
should  say  that  it  is  the  policy  of  a party  who  preach  confidence.^' 
Confidence  ! That  is  the  word.  Lord  Salisbury  goes  on  to  say : — 
“ On  confidence  is  built  the  proud  structure  of  our  commercial 
supremacy  ; on  confidence  is  based  the  vast  fabric  ot  the  civilisa- 
tion we  see  around  us ; and  if  you  encourage  these  peddling 
philosophers  wdth  their  petty,  spiteful  acts  of  confiscation,  animated 
by  no  philanthropic  spirit  but  by  a mere  impulse  of  class  antipathy, 
if  you  allow  them  to  have  their  way  the  substiatum  of  all  your 
civilization  and  prosperity  and  happiness  wall  melt  away.”  Confi- 
dence is  what  Lord  Salisbury  points  to  as  the  foundation  of  every- 
thing, and  that,  he  says,  is  Conservative  policy.  There  can  be 
no  confidence  unless  men  have  security  to  enter  into  free  bargains 
vdth  their  free  fellows,  and  security  for  the  property  which  they 
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have  either  inherited,  bought,  or  created.  I trust  that,  upon  all 
these  questions,  the  Conservatives  are  going  upon  a new  line  and 
that  they  will  protect  the  interests  which  are  now  so  harrassed  in 
this  country.  One  word  more.  We  have  lately  had  strikes  in  Loudon 
which  have  been  turned  -to  Socialistic  purposes.  In  1866-C8,  1 
think  it  was,  I sat  for  two  years  on  the  Trades  Union  Commission. 
At  that  time  all  combinations  of  workmen  were  illegal  because 
supposed  to  be  in  restraint  of  trade.  Well,  that  commission 
recommended  that  the  combination  of  workmen  for  trade  pur- 
poses should  be  legalised.  The  Commission,  however,  had  a strong 
feeling  that  while  workmen  should  be  free  to  combine,  those  who 
were  not  in  combination  should  be  equally  free  to  pursue  their 
own  course  in  the  disposal  of  their  labour.  (Hear,  hear.)  I con- 
tend we  are  not  a free  people  if  those  who  are  not  in  such  a combi- 
nation and  who — rightly  or  wrongly — ^wish  to  sell  their  labour  at  a 
cheaper  rate,  are  not  left  equally  free  to  do  so.  I say  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  State,  of  the  Government,  whether  it  be  the  Home  Office  or 
Municipalities,  to  afford  protection  to  those  who  wish  to  labour 
under  whatever  conditions  of  time  and  pay  they  please.  I do  not 
think  a more  disgraceful  thing  ever  happened  to  a free  people  than 
an  incident  I will  mention  in  connection  with  recent  strike  in  Lon- 
don. A party  of  men  came  all  the  way  from  Scotland  to  take  the 
places  and  wages  offered  the  men  on  strike,  and  were  not  allowed 
even  to  enter  the  works  because  of  a want  of  sufficient  protection. 
And  so  they  had  to  go  back  and  beg  their  way  to  Scotland  ; 
and  at  one  place  they  were  taken  up  and  punished  as  vagrants. 
With  respect  to  this  question  of  strikes  and  confidence,  I will  con- 
clude by  quoting  some  remarks  made  recently  by  Mr.  William 


Arrol.  Mr.  Arrol  is  an  engineer  of  Glasgow,  who  has  lately  obtained 
a world-wide  reputation  as  the  builder  of  the  Forth  and  Tay  bridges. 
He  has  just  been  presented  with  the  freedom  of  the  City  of  Dundee. 
In  returning  thanks  Mr.  Arrol  uttered  words  which,  it  would  be 
well  that  the  working  men  of  Loudon  and  elsewhere,  should  take 
to  heart.  '■  Referring  to  labour  questions  ” — I am  quoting  from 
the  report  in  The  Scotsman — “ Mr.  Arrol  deprecated  the  idea  that 
working  men  should  be  in  political  leading  strings.  His  experience 
of  the  working  man  was  that  he  was  very  capable  ot  minding  his 
own  affairs  and  leaving  the  poUticiau  to  mind  his.”  Speaking  of 
the  gradual  improvement  in  trade,  “ he  said  the  working  man  at 
such  a time  was  apt  to  be  disposed  to  assert  very  strongly  the  value 
of  his  work,  and  he  had  the  right  to  do  so  provided  he  did  it  within 
reasonable  limits,  so  that  the  effect  should  not  be  to  divorce  labour 
from  capital.  If  the  men  were  unwise  enough,  time  and  again,  to  force 
up  the  value  of  their  labour,  capital  would  decline  to  run  the  risks 
which  were  involved  in  a condition  of  continued  uncertainty  and 
trade  would  go  to  other  places.”  Confidence  again.  Lord  Salis- 
bury’s confidence.  Mr.  Arrol  continues: — “Competition  with 
the  foreigner  was  daily  becoming  keener,  and  it  behoved  their 
working  men  to  think  for  themselves,  as  they  were  able  to  do,  and  not 
to  be  led  by  those  whose  interest  was  not  in  work,  but  in  something 
else.  Let  the  working  man  consider  whether  he  got  a fair  share  ot 
the  cost  of  works.  He  could  tell  them  that  of  the  sums  expended  on 
the  Tay  and  Forth  bridges  there  had  been  paid  for  wages  ” — how 
much  do  you  think  the  percentage  is? — “about  65  per  cent,  of 
their  total  cost.  Altogether  about  £2,000,000  had  been  spent  on 
wages  in  connection  with  these  two  bridges.”  I say  that  is , the 
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real  truth  upon  these  questions.  I believe  these  are  wise  words 
which  I have  quoted  from  Lord  Salisbury,  enforced  as  they  are  by 
the  opinions  and  experience  of  so  practical  a man  as  M.  An-ol.  In 
the  meantime  what  have  we  to  do?  As  members  of  this  League 
we  must  endeavour  to  make  our  principles  prevail,  and  take  care  as 
far  as  we  can  that  in  the  turmoil  and  strife  of  parties,  liberty  shall 
not  be  dethroned  and  votes  shall  not  be  obtained  by  offers  of  bribes 
of  the  property  of  one  class  to  another.  (Cheers.) 

The  Chairman  : My  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  before  I call 
upon  the  mover  of  the  first  resolution,  in  order  to  prevent  any  mis- 
understanding allow  me  to  say  a few  words  of  explanation.  It  is 
not  always  easy  to  touch  upon  a large  subject  in  a short  time, 
without  running  the  risk  of  being  misunderstood.  I have  a very 
great  dread  of  seeing  a large  number  of  men  put  by  State  action 
upon  the  land.  (Hear.)  I think  that  is  one  of  the  dangers  which 
lie  in  front  of  us.  To  place  a large  body  of  men — not  men  chosen 
by  ^-uy  system  of  natural  selection — upon  a poor  soil,  would  only 
be  to  repeat  lamentable  scenes  with  which  we  are  familiar.  One 
great  reason  why  I desire  the  thing  to  be  done  by  individual 
effort  and  the  action  of  the  open  market  is  because  we  thus  make  a 
selection  of  capable,  really  vigorous  men  likely  to  succeed. 
Secondly,  permit  me  to  say  that  I did  not  mean  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  the  question  of  petite  culture,  strictly  understood,  which 
is  a very  large  question  indeed.  Those  who  have  watched  the 
subject  at  all  carefully  know  it  is  very  doubtful  whether  a man 
who  owns  a small  holding  in  this  country,  and  has  to  make  the 
whole  of  his  livelihood  out  of  it,  will  succeed  or  not.  We  say  this 
is  a case  not  proved,  a case  which  must  remain  for  further 
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experience  to  prove.  One  or  two  things,  however,  have  been 
demonstrated  we  think  quite  clearly.  We  know,  for  instance,  that 
a man  who  besides  the  cultivation  of  his  small  holding,  has 
a busmess  or  trade  of  his  own,  who  is  a carpenter,  a wheelwright, 
a cattle  dealer,  or  a country  shoemaker  for  example,  can  and  does  • 
do  well  upon  a piece  of  land.  I will  simply  say  further  that,  the 
case  of  a labourer  who  remains  a labourer  and  yet  owns  his  own 
holding  is  a case  of  which  we  have  not  much  experience,  but  is  one 
which  I believe  will  prove  very  successful.  To  that  end  our  indi- 
vidual efforts  should  be  directed. 

Mr.  James  Grahame,  (Glasgow),  in  moving  the  adoption  of  the 
report  presented  by  Lord  Wemyss,  said : My  Lords,  Ladies  and 
gentlemen.  Lord  Wemyss  has  told  you  perfectly  truly  that  I onlv 
arrived  in  London  at  midnight  last  night  and,  although  I had  a 
faint  remembrance  that  this  meeting  was  in  prospect,  I had  little 
idea  that  I should  not  only  be  present  but  that  the  great  honour 
would  be  conferred  upon  me  of  being  called  upon  to  move  the 
adoption  of  a report  which  I have  not  seen.  The  literature  of  the 
present  day  seems  to  be  rather  in  a confused  state.  We  read  in  the 
newspapers  to-day  of  one  man’s  book  being  written  by  somebody  else, 
and  of  another  man’s  play  being  criticised  before  it  was  produced. 
(Laughter.)  These  are  instances  which  the  Council  of  the  Liberty 
and  Property  League  seem  to  have  innocently  copied,  but  for  the 
first  and,  I hope,  the  last  time.  The  Chairman  of  the  Council  has, 
however,  stated  the  main  contents  of  the  report  which  are  ex- 
tremely satisfactory.  (Hear.)  I remember  when  this  League  was 
first  started,  it  was  assailed  in  various  exalted  quarters  with  many 
jeers  and  sneers.  It  has  now  become  an  accomplished  fact,  an 
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established  power  which  is  gradually  increasing,  one  which  com- 
mends itself  to  the  sympathy  of  all  who  have  the  welfare  of  the 
nation  at  heart,  and  to  every  thoughtful  man,  who  has  studied  and 
considered  political  and  economical  questions,  with  any  gravity  and 
leeling  of  self  respect.  (Hear,  hear.)  My  lords,  ladies  and  gentle- 
men, the  president  of  this  League  (Lord  Wemyss)  referred  to  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  from  which  I,  along  with  himself, 
hail— Scotland— and  as  I am  acquainted  pretty  well  with  the  west 
and  north-west  of  that  country,  and  have  passed  many  of  my 
happiest  days  in  those  regions,  I cannot  help  taking  a very  great 
interest  in  the  people  who  inhabit  the  parts  of  Scotland  to  which  I 
lefer.  There  is  a great  deal  to  be  done  for  them  if  they  w'ere  only 
left  to  do  it  for  themselves.  You  will  pardon  the  paradox,  but  if 
they  are  always  to  be  helped  and  bolstered  up,  they  will  do  nothing 
at  all.  In  fonner  days  when  they  had  their  hereditary  chieftains 
among  them  who  helped  them  in  a patriarchal  way,  and  to  whom 
they  were  faithfully  and  cordially  attached,  there  was  a very  different 
state  of  matters  existing.  The  conditions  are  now  champed. 
Ownership  has  succeeded  the  patriarchal  system.  Kail  ways  have 
opened  up  the  country  and  newspapers  with  ev^iy  bit  of  political 
intelligence  and  information  about  exciting  public  events  are 
placed  before  people  who'  must  now  be  dealt  with,  not  as 
isolated  fractions  of  the  community  but  as  portions  of  the  entire 
society  of  which  we  ourselves  are  members.  (Hear,  hear.)  I 
think  what  Lord  Salisbury  said  at  Nottingham  is  very  sound  and 
indubitable  fact.  When  Mr.  Gladstone  introduced  his  Irish  Home 
liule  Bill— I am  not  speaking  of  it  in  any  political  sense  but  merely 
instancing  its  effect  upon  public  confidence— Bank  of  Ireland  stock 
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went  down  50  per  cent.,  and  every  other  kind  of  property  through- 
out that  country  deteriorated  from  10  to  15  per  cent.  (Hear,  hear.) 

I am  not  going  to  say  that  if  the  Bill  passed  into  law  it  W'ould 
have  prolonged  that  effect.  The  reverse  might  be  the  case. 
But  the  suspense,  the  uncertainty,  the  withdrawal  of  confidence, 
and  a feeling  of  want  of  security  resulted  in  thus  greatly 
depreciating  the  value  of  property  in  Heland  for  the  brief  period 
during  which  the  fate  of  the  Bill  w'as  undetermined.  I mentioned 
in  a letter  which  I wrote  to  a meeting  at  which  this  League  was 
represented  in  Glasgow — but  which  for  private  reasons  I w'as  unable 
to  attend — that,  in  the  declaration  of  the  claims  of  Eights  of  the 
French  Assembly  100  years  ago,  those  very  people  who  were 
upsetting  a throne,  turning  the  whole  of  France  upside  down  and 
sending  their  old  nobility  about  their  business,  these  very  people 
looked  for  the  substratum  of  their  superstructure  in  the  basis  of 
this  League— liberty  and  property.  That  basis  was  the  inviolability 
of  individual  liberty  and  the  sacred  right  of  property,  and  upon  this 
foundation  they  reared  all  that  has  remained  sound  of  the  French 
constitution  of  1789.  All  that  has  been  vicious  has  been  blown 
away,  and  what  remains  is  just  what  we  are  now  trying  to  conserve 
in  this  country.  With  these  few  and  imperfect  remarks,  I beg  to 
move  the  adoption  of  the  report.  (Applause.) 

Colonel  Tully  : My  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  after  the 
very  voluminous  explanations  given  of  the  objects  and  work  of  this 
League  I need  not,  in  seconding  the  motion,  detain  you  with  any 
fresh  observations  of  my  own  except  to  make  a brief  reference  to 
the  mysterious  references  which  have  been  made  on  criticising  a 
play  before  it  was  produced  on  the  stage,  and  on  the  issuing  of  a. 
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book  purporting  to  be  written  by  one  man,  but  really  written  by 
another.  But  I am  in  this  position  in  being  asked  to  second 
the  motion  for  the  adoption  of  the  report  which  I have  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  reading  : I may  say  from  a close  study 
of  the  operations  of  the  League  during  the  last  seven  years,  and 
from  the  close  perusal  and  attention  which  I have  bestowed  upon 
all  the  documents  issued  by  the  League,  I think  I could  almost 
have  written  its  annual  report  myself.  (Hear,  hear  and  laughter.) 
I have  periodically  received  documents  from  Mr.  Crofts  and,  having 
been  much  interested  and  concerned  in  certain  interests  attacked,  I 
have  read  those  documents  with  very  great  care.  I have  seen  the 
vigilance  of  the  League  very  clearly  exemplified,  not  in  the  enact- 
ment but  in  the  frustration  of  the  enactment  of  Bills,  which  would 
otherwise,  in  all  likelihood,  have  become  Acts.  In  one  great 
interest  I am  especially  concerned,  and,  I am  satisfied  that  the  action 
of  the  League  prevented  the  passing  of  a most  oppressive  Bill 
which  would  have  inflicted  heavy  taxation  upon  a body  whom  it 
was  not  right  to  tax  at  all ; a Bill  whicli  sought  to  impose  upon 
private  individuals— taxation  which  should  be  borne  by  the  general 
community.  It  is  upon  these  grounds  and  upon  the  personal 
knowledge  which  I have  of  the  work  of  the  League— that  I have 

great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  motion  for  the  adoption  of  the 
report.  (Hear,  hear.) 

The  motion  was  then  carried  unanimously. 

The  Eev.  Chablton  G.  Lane,  master  of  the  Mercers  Cotnpany, 
said  : Mr.  chairman,  my  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  Avhen  I came 
into  this  room  I was  asked  to  say  “a  very  few  words”  upon  a 
resolution  and,  I think,  when  I tell  you  that,  you  may  be  alarmed 
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at  the  prospect  opened  out  when  a clergyman  is  asked  to  say  a 
“very  few  words”  upon  a subject,  (Laughter.)  I shall,  however, 
confine  myself  to  the  terms  of  the  resolution.  It  is  now  getting 
late,  and  I think  I need  hardly  say  anything  on  the  subject  of  the 
League  at  all.  I will  just  say  this : we  have  heard  and  had  it 
proved  that  the  League  has  advanced  steadily  and  perceptively  and 
is  satisfactorily  gaining  ground.  That  being  the  case  I have  great 
pleasure  in  moving  that  the  gentlemen  whose  names  are  written 
upon  the  paper  I hold  in  my  hand,  and  who  are  now  retiring 
members  of  the  council,  should  be  re-elected  in  order  that  they 
may  continue  to  assist  the  Council  in  carrying  on  the  good  work 
which  the  Council  has  hitherto  done.  I beg  to  move  “ that  the 
following  retiring  members  of  the  Council  be  re-elected: — Lord 
Bramwell,  Lord  Fortescue,  Lord  Halsbury,  and  Captain  Hamber. 

Mk.  W.  S.  Seton-Karr,  said ; Mr.  chairman,  my  lords,  ladies 
and  gentlemen,  in  seconding  this  resolution  I find  myself  in  a more 
fortunate  position  than  the  gentleman  who  moved  or  the  gentle- 
man who  seconded  the  first  resolution,  and  who  pledged  the 
meeting  to  a report  which  nobody  had  seen  or  read.  I venture  to 
ask  you  to  pledge  yourselves  to  re-elect  gentlemen  whom  we  have 
- seen  and  can  trust.  (Hear,  hear.)  One  those  gentlemen  (Lord 
Bramwell)  is,  I am  happy  to  say,  present  here  to  day  and  we  know 
with  what  great  ability  and  pungency  he  enforces  his  views. 
(Applause.)  I have  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  resolution  that 
these  four  gentlemen  be  re-appointed  members  of  the  Council 
feeling  quite  sure  that,  in  their  hands,  our  interests  will  be  safe. 
(Hear,  hear.) 

The  resolution  was  adopted  nem  con. 
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Mr.  J.  H.  Levy  ( Personal  Rights  Association)'.  My  lords,  ladies 
and  gentlemen,  I rise  with  very  great  pleasure  to  propose  a vote  of 
, thanks  to  the  honourable  gentleman  who  occupies  the  chair. 

I 

(Applause.)  He  knows  very  well  that  I have  been  anxious  that 
he  should  take  a much  greater  part  than  he  does  now,  or  has 
done  for  some  time,  in  political  discussion.  I am  always  won-ying 
him  to  do  something ; and,  1 am  sorry  to  say,  I do  not  succeed 
anything  like  so  often  as  I could  wish  to  do.  I am  quite  sure,  how- 
ever, that  any  part  he  does  take  in  the  discussiop  of  this  matter  is 
certain  to  be  productive  of  good.  The  matter  to  which  I refer  is 
the  all-important  question  at  issue  between  Individualism  on  the 
one  hand  and  Socialism  and  Privilege  on  the  other ; and  it  is  a 
question  which,  in  my  opinion,  cannot  be  too  often  discussed.  I 
gathered  from  the  opening  speech  of  our  cliairman  that  he  claims 
to  be  a member  of  the  left  wing  of  the  Individualistic  party ; 
but  his  remarks  lead  me  to  think  he  is  thoroughly  in  harmony  with 
the  right  wing.  (Hear,  hear.)  If  he  is  to  be  described  as  belonging 
to  the  left  wing,  I do  not  know  how  to  describe  myself — I think  I 
should  be  very  much  over  the  extreme  of  that  left.  (Laughter.) 
A few  evenings  ago  I was  at  Bristol  lecturing  there  on  “The 
Outcome  of  Individualism,”  and  I had  a large  audience.  I think  I 
succeeded  in  convincing,  at  aU  events  the  large  majority  of  my 
audience,  that  the  adoption  of  individualistic  principles  in  our 
politics  would  be  productive  of  very  much  more  good  than  could 
ever  be  accomplished  by  the  mixture  of  socialism  and  pseudo- 
phUanthropy  which  we  have  at  present.  (Hear,  hear.)  For  my  own 
part,  I hope  for  more  from  one  political  party  and  fear  more  from 
the  other  than  some  of  our  friends  do.  With  regard  to  the  Liberal 
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party,  one  of  the  greatest  and  only  lasting  effects  which  has 
been  produced  by  the  secession  of  so-called  “ Unionists  ” from 
that  party  has,  to  my  mind,  been  the  tremendous  lift  which  has 
been  given  to  socialism  in  the  counsels  of  the  Liberal  party.  The 
withdrawal  of  a large  number  of  men  of  wealth  and  property  from 
that  party,  and  not  only  them  but  men  of  great  abihty  and 
independent  thought,  like  Mr.  Leonard  Courtney,  the  Deputy 
Speaker,  has  given  much  greater  power  to  the  socialistic  wing  of 
the  Radical  party,  and  has  increased  their  weight  in  determining 
what  the  whole  party  should  do.  Then,  again,  with  reference  to 
the  Conservative  party.  Lord  Wemyss  read  a very  interesting  ex- 
tract from  a speech  of  Lord  Salisbury  at  Nottingham.  I recollect 
that  some  few  years  ago  Lord  Salisbury  delivered  a speech  which 
might  have  come  from  Mr.  Auberon  Herbert  himself,  or  it  might 
even  have  come  from  me,  so  thorough  was  its  individualism. 
He  delivered  that  speech  at  Edinburgh.  I remember  it  very  well 
because  I happened  to  write  an  article  on  the  speech.  But  what 
has  happened  since  then  ? Has  that  prevented  the  Conservative 
party  from  adopting  all  sorts  of  socialistic  legislation  ? Not  a bit 
of  it.  I attach  extremely  httle  importance  to  this  new  speech  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  For  this  reason,  on  the  same  topic,  the  fact  is  at 
the  present  time  both  parties  are  bidding  against  one  another  in  a 
socialistic  direction,  and  if  more  cannot  be  done  in  the  direction  of 
individualism  than  is  now  being  done,  depend  upon  it  the  flowing 
tide  will  be  with  Socialism  and  not  with  Individualism.  All  that 
this  League  has  done,  all  that  the  Society  with  which  I am  connected 
— The  National  Association  for  the  Defence  of  Personal  Rights — 
which  has  been  working  a larger  number  of  years  than  this 


League — all  that  both  and  others  have  done  in  the  direction  of 
individualism,  has  not  been  sujSicient  to  stem  the  tide  of  sociahstic 
legislation  in  this  country,  which,  so  far  as  I can  see,  is  likely  to 
go  much  further  yet.  Then  what  I say  to  you,  and  my  appeal  to 
Mr.  Herbert,  is  this : Don’t  let  us  talk  about  the  sacredness  of 

property  while  evading  the  crucial  question  of  the  moral  basis  of 
proprietary  rights.  That  is  as  indefensible  as  it  is  useless.  There 
was  a gentleman,  whose  body  is  now  lying  in  state  in  New  Orleans, 
the  late  Mr.  Jefferson  Davis.  He  had  a mission  in  favour  of  what 
are  called  “rights  of  property” — rights  of  property  in  human 
beings.  Is  that  what  we  mean  by  property  ? If  not,  how  are  we 
going  to  define  it  ? What  is  the  sacredness  of  property,  and  what 
the  property  we  wish  to  retain  ? Until  we  can  show  that  rights  of 
property  arise  out  of  personal  rights,  I believe  we  shall  do  nothing 
towards  convincing  the  masses  of  this  country  of  the  great  worth 
of  the  principles  for  which  we  are  working,  and  in  the  end  we 
shall  do  no  more  than  merely  make  ourselves  foils  for  a socialistic 
propaganda.  I am  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Herbert  wishes  that  we 
should  have  a perfectly  sincere  individualistic  propaganda.  But 
it  is  no  good  shutting  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a very 
large  socialistic  movement  among  our  working  classes ; and 
unless  we  can  convince  the  majority  of  them — who  are  our  masters 
in  a sense  they  never  were  before — unless  we  can  convince  the 
majority  of  them  and  show  them  that  we  have  right  on  our  side 
we  can  do  nothing  to  stem  the  great  tide  of  Socialism  nor  to 
prevent  the  greatest  possible  evil  coming  upon  England  and  Europe. 
I believe  that  if  this  movement  goes  on  at  its  present  forward  rate, 
and  if  the  great  body  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  Europe 


are  content  to  be  made  mere  machines  to  be  worked  upon  from 
the  outside,  instead  of  trusting  to  their  own  individual  energies, 
Europe  will  be  converted  into  a kind  of  second  Asia  and  our 
present  civilisation  will  be  submerged  in  a lifeless  torpor. 

Mr.  S.  Burghope  {Licensed  Victuallers  National  Defence  League')  ; 
My  lords,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  I have  very  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  vote  of  thanks  to  the  chairman.  It  is  no  intention 
of  mine  to  enter  into  any  controversial  matter — I think  we  have 
had  sufficient  of  it.  And,  if  I w'ere  to  follow  the  example  of  the 
proposer  of  the  resolution,  I am  sure  I should  be  trespassing 
unduly  on  your  time.  I shall  content  myself  by  expressing,  as  I 
believe  I do,  the  satisfaction  of  all  present  with  the  very  excellent 
address  we  have  had  from  our  chairman,  and  I have  to  thank  him 
in  your  name  and  my  own  for  the  kind  manner  in  which  he  has 
presided  over  this  meeting.  Although  we  may  not  agree  with  all 
he  has  said  to  day,  he  has  certainly  afforded  us  some  food  for 
thought,  and  I hope  we  may  derive  a profitable  lesson  from  his 
admirable  address.  (Applause.) 

The  motion  having  been  unanimously  and  cordially  adopted. 

The  Chairman,  in  acknowledgment,  said:  My  lords,  ladies  an^ 
gentlemen,  it  has  been  a real  pleasure  to  me  to  be  present  here 
to-day,  and,  I am  sure,  that  I am  only  echoing  the  feelmgs  of  all 
when  I say  that  these  little  differences  which  crop  up  between  us, 
are  healthy  individualist  differences,  and  as  individualists  we  must 
accept  them  and  respect  them.  My  friend,  Mr.  Levy,  claims  to 
occupy  the  left  of  the  party  of  liberty,  but  the  left  is  a large  word, 
and  he  knows  that  far  beyond  us  both  stretches  a party  of  men — I 
speak  of  the  reasonable  anarchists,  not  the  bomb  throwers—  who 
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carry  liberty  still  further  than  we  do.  I should  just  like  to  add  one 
thing  in  connection  with  what  he  has  said.  I personally  believe, 
and  think  I echo  your  feelings,  also,  in  entertaining  the  belief,  that 

j our  greatest  task  is  to  show  that  property  and  liberty  are  indis- 

I 

1 solubly  bound  up  together.  (Hear,  hear.)  Soul  and  body,  they 

( 

cannot  be  separated  from  each  other.  It  is  for  that  reason,  that 
all-powerful,  unanswerable  reason  that  I am  here  to-day,  and  that 
to-day  and  every  day  I take  this  determined  stand  upon  property. 
I cannot  conceive  that  you  can  cut  anything  away  from  the  full, 
perfect  rights  of  property  without  cutting  just  as  much  away  of 
liberty.  (Applause.)  If  my  faculties  belong  to  me,  so  does  my 
property,  the  product  of  my  faculties  ; if  my  faculties  do  not  belong 
to  me,  then,  and  only  then  does  my  property  not  belong  to  me. 
Hence  I take  this  determined  stand : to  keep  property  as  a full, 
perfect,  individual  possession.  I am  much  obliged  to  you  for  your 
vote  of  thanks,  and  I am  glad  to  have  been  able  to  come  to  your 
meeting.  (Hear,  hear.) 

The  proceedings  then  terminated. 
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Glasgow  : — Hon.  Secretary ; Archibald  Craig,  Esq.,  156, 
Vincent  Street. 
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West  of  Scotland: — Hon.  Secretary;  Colonel 
Stewart,  Island  of  Coll  by  Oban,  N.B. 

Aberdeenshire  : — Hon.  Secretary  ; Colonel  W. 
Tertowie  House,  Kinaldie,  N.B. 


J.  Lorne 


Ross-King, 


Ireland — 

Dublin: — Hon.  Secretary  ; E.  Stanley  Robertson,  Esq.,  49, 
Wellington  Place,  Clyde  Road. 

Belfast: — Ron.  Secretary;  [Appointment  pending.} 


America — 

California: — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary;  C.  White 
Mortimer,  Esq.,  Los  Angeles. 

Washington  : — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary  ; Lawrence  K. 
Hodges,  Esq.,  Seattle. 

Australia — 

Sydney: — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary  ■,  Bruce  Smith,  Esq., 
Australian  Club.  . 

Melbourne — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary ; G.  Downes 
Carter,  Esq.,  Collin  Street  West. 

France — 

Paris  : — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary  : Mons.  Raffalovich, 
43,  Rue  de  Courcelles. 

Italy — 

Bari: — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary;  Professor  Maffeo 
Pantaleoni,  R Scuola  Superiore  di  Commercio. 

Florence  : — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary  ; Professor  Richard 
Dalla  Volta  u.  Via  del  Giglio. 

Venice  : — Hon.  Corresponding  Secretary  ; Professor  Angelo 
Bertolini,  Erari,  2602. 
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The  League  opposes  all  attempts  to  introduce  the  State  as 
competitor  or  regulator  into  the  various  departments  of  social 
activity  and  industry  which  would  otherwise  be  spontaneously 
and  adequately  conducted  by  private  enterprise. 

Questions  of  the  structure  or  constitution  of  the  State  and 
those  of  foreign  policy  do  not  come  within  the  scope  of  the  League. 
It  is  exclusively  concerned  with  the  internal  functions  or  duties 
of  the  State. 

During  the  last  15  years  all  industries  in  the  country  have 
.successively  suffered  at  the  hands  of  the  State  an  increasing  loss 
of  their  self-government.  These  apparently  disconnected  invasions 
of  individual  freedom  of  action  by  the  central  authority  are  n 
reality  so  many  instances  of  a general  movement  towards  State 
Socialism,  the  deadening  effect  of  which  on  all  branches  of  industry 
and  originality  the  working-classes  will  be  the  first  to  feel. 

Each  industry  conducting  its  self-defence  without  any  re- 
ference to  the  others  has  on  every  occasion  hitherto  failed  to 
oppose  successfully  the  full  force  of  this  movement  concentrated 
in  turn  against  itself  by  the  permanent  officials  and  the  govern- 
ment in  power  for  the  time  being. 

The  League  resists  every  particular  case  of  this  common  evil 
by  securing  the  co-operation  of  all  persons  individually  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  State-Socialism  in  all  or  any  one  of  its  instances  ; 
and  by  concentrating  into  a system  of  mutual  defence  the  forces 
of  the  “ Defence  Associations  ” of  the  various  industries  of  the 
country,  and  of  independent  Companies  and  Corporate  Societies. 

As  regards  such  defence  societies,  companies,  and  corporate 
bodies,  this  co-operation  is  effected  without  any  interference  with 
the  independent  action  of  each  body  in  matters  specially  affecting 
its  own  interest. 

Each  society  passes  a resolution  formally  placing  itself  in 
ledei'ation  with  the  League.  The  League  in  return  supplies  every 
such  society  w'ith  information  concerning  each  fresh  symptom  of 
State  interference;  it  places  the  various  societies  and  industries  in 
communication  with  one  another  with  a view  to  their  mutual 
assistance  inside  and  outside  Parliament ; and,  at  the  same  time, 
combines  for  the  common  end  the  forces  of  the  several  societies 
and  industries  with  those  of  the  League  itself  and  its  members  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 


46 


47 


The  Chairman  (or  his  nominee)  of  every  association,  society, 
company,  or  corporate  body  thus  in  federation  with  the  League  is 
an  ex-officio  member  of  the  Council  of  the  League,  and  receives 
notice  to  attend  all  its  meetings.  The  corporate  action  of  the 
League  in  every  case  of  overlegislation  where  any  industry  is 
affected  is  regulated  by  the  decision  of  the  ordinary  members  of 
Council,  acting  in  conjunction  with  its  ex-officio  members. 

Persons  and  Corporate  bodies  u'ishing  to  join  the  League  are  re- 
quested to  send  their  subscriptions  ( voluntary  from  five  shillings  upwards), 
with  address,  to  Messrs.  Merries,  Farquhar  d Co.,  Bankers,  16,  St. 
James's  Street,  S.  W.  Particulars  and  Publications  of  the  League  can 
be  had  from  the  Secretary  at  the  Central  Offices. 
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Central  Offices — 

WESTMINSTER  CHAMBERS,  7,  VICTORIA  STREET 

LONDON,  S.W. 


The  followiru)  League  Publications  can  be  had  on  application  to 
D.  E.  Oliver,  Publishing  Department,  the  Central  Offices; 

and  from  all  Booksellers : — 

Xationalisation  of  Land.  By  Lord  Brauwell.  Fifth  Edition 
Price  2d.  Keview  of  Mr.  Henry  George’s  “Progress  and  Poverty.” 

“Has  not  received  the  attention  its  acuteness  and  brilliancy  merit.” — Times. 

Drink.  By  the  same  Author.  102nd  Thousand.  Price  Id.  An  argument 
against  the  revival  of  “ Tippling  Acts.” 

“ Lord  Bramwell  wins  an  easy  victory  over  the  bigots  or  enthusiasts,  who  would 
abolish  alcohol  m order  to  extirpate  drunkenness.” — Times. 

Leasehold  Enfranchisement.  By  the  same  Author.  Second  Edition 

Price  Id.  Arguments  for  Freedom  of  Contract  between  Landlord 
and  Tenant. 

dishonesty;  the  quiet  ridicule  of  its  puerile  sentimen- 
taUties.” — Dublin  Evening  Mail. 

Laissez  Faire.  By  the  same  Author.  Tenth  Thousand.  Price  2d  A 
reply  to  State  Socialists. 

“ It  is  much  to  be  desired  in  the  interests  of  everyone  who  values  either  hie  libertv 
or  his  property  that  it  should  circulate  widely  and  be  read  with  attention 
James's  Gazette. 

Economics  versus  Socialism.  By  the  same  Author.  Price  Id.  A 
distinction  between  Sociality  and  Socialism. 

“ Interesting.”— Post.  “ Incisive.”—J/«/i(' /tester  Guardian, 

Socialmni  at  St.  Stephen’s  1886-1887.  By  the  Earl  or  Wemyss 
With  Appendix  of  Socialistic  Acts  and  Bills,  1870  to  1887.  By  the 
same  Author.  Fifth  Thousand.  Price  4d,  A resume  to  date  of  the 
Socialism  of  the  Senate. 

“ Characterised  by  all  the  force  and  cleverness  which  invariably  mark  the  speeches 
of  the  noble  earl.”— Afornin//  Advertiser.  »Feecnes 

" ^ LgYslaS^^^  exposition  of  the  Socialistic  tendency  of  English 

The  Prohibition  Fiasco.  By  the  same  Author.  Third  Edition.  Price  Id 
A speech  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  intemperate  liquor  legislation  with 
Appendix  of  authorities  and  statistics. 
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Liberty  and  Socialism.  By  the  Earc  of  Pembroke  An  enquiry  into 
the  limits  of  individual  liberty.  Price  6d. 

» This  brochure  is  smartly  written.”-M«tropo!itaa.  “ A clever 
and  Colonial  Mail.  “An  admirable  article, 

broadcast.”— Jo/m  BuU. . » His  arguments  are  as  logical  as  they  are  strilang. 
Society. 

State-and-Rate-Paid  Education.  By  Earl  Fortescoe.  Price  2d. 
An  indictment  of  State  Education. 

“ Shelving  what  an  enormous  amount  of  good  has  been  and  is  being  done  by  the 
voluntary  system.^*~People. 

Liberty  and  Property.  By  James  Anthony  Frohde.  Price  2d.  A 
definition  and  comparison. 

» Should  be  widely  read  by  those  who  are  alive  to  the  dangers  which  at 

time  beset  all  kinds  of  vested  riQhis:*— England.  * Valuable  and  interesting. 

Financial  Reformer. 

The  Rights  of  Property.  An  address  by  the  Honoubable  Aubebon 
Hebbebt.  Price  Id. 

Liberty  or  Law?  By  Wordsworth  Donisthorpe.  Third  Edition. 
Eighth  Thousand.  Price  6d.  A plea  for  Let-be. 

“ A vigorous  essay  .”-JE<iin6ur3?.Co«r«ni.  “Forcibly  and  clearly  put.”-Jri«h  Timet. 

Democracy.  By  the  same  Author.  Second  Edition.  Price  3d.  A defence 
of  democratic  individualism. 

..Argued  with  perspicm^a« 

SftingSd  between  the  art  and  science  of  politics.---Bimi»?A«»a  Daily  Gazette. 

Empire  and  Liberty.  By  the  same  Author.  Price  4d.  A dehnition 
of  the  principles  of  Local  Government. 

“A  very  able  and  exhaustive  lecture  . . . most  certainly  deserves  attentive 

examination.”— VatioHrtZ  Reformer 

Socialism  Analysed.  By  the  same  Author.  Price  6d.  A criticism  of 

..  .‘!f 

especially  aiiiongst  the  reading." 

^^wJtionaf  %/ormer.  “Written  with  Mr.  Donisthorp^s  usual  vigor  and  brilliancy^ 
Vrj’ethinkev  “ A fair  and  able  criticism  ...  to  be  especially  commended. 
M^ropolUat  “ We  recommend  them  to  read  this  work.”-T;.e  Manufacturer. 

Labour  Capitalization.  By  the  same  Author.  Price  9d.  Superior  bound 
Edition  Is.  A solution  of  the  Labour  Question. 

in  a clear  and  pleasing  styleP— Eiterary  Work.. 

Leasehold  Aggrandisement.  By  C.  J.  G.  Eiloart.  Second  Edition. 
Price  2d.  A criticism  of  urban  socialism. 

. .1  i-**i  ntu  Press  « M.  Eiloart  has  pointed  out  very  clearly 

I “ A.bly  written  little  brochuie.  Enfranchisement  there  are  very  serious  defects 
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Freehold  Disfranchisement.  By  Geobge  Beken.  Second  Edition. 
Price  3d.  An  analysis  of  the  rights  of  urban  landowners. 

" The  questions  treated  are  ably  argued." — Fun.  **  Forcible  arguments  against 
State  interference  with  Freedom  of  Contract." — Building  Times.  "A  well  written 
pamphlet." — City  Press.  "A  very  valuable  paper.*  — Dublin  Evening  Mail.  " Is 
well  worth  perusal.”— Land  Agents*  Record. 

Local  Option.  By  J.  Gunsberg.  Price  2d.  An  argument  against  teetotal 
tyranny. 

“A  very  interesting  and  valuable  pamphlet.*’— TKccWy  Advertiser, 

Ditto.  A Public  Debate  between  N.  Smyth,  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Alliance,  and  Frederick  Millar,  of  the  Liberty  and  Property 
Defence  League.  Price  Id. 

Socialism  of  the  Street  in  England,  By  the  same  Author.  Price 
Id.  A sketch  of  its  organisations  and  methods. 

"Useful  as  a summary  of  the  various  Socialistic  sects." — Weekly  Times.  " A smartly 
written  account  of  Socialism  in  England." — Freethinker.  " An  instructive,  and,  at 
times,  epigrammatic  pamphlet." — Manchester  Guardian.  “ Serves  a distinctly 
useful  purpose  at  the  present  juncture  by  its  review  of  the  principles  and  pro- 
ceedings of  Socialists.” — Yorkshire  Post.  " It  is  an  admirnble  pennyworth  in  every 
respect  . . . There  is  a world  of  information  as  to  what  the  different  ‘ Socialist* 
clubs  in  the  metropolis  really  mean.” — Metropolitan.  "Anyone  wishing  to  un- 
derstand the  social  difficulty,  as  treated  by  Mr.  Crofts,  cannot  do  better  than 
invest  his  penny  in  the  purchase  of  this  work.”— Vanity  Fair, 

Radicalism  and  Ransom.  By  M.  J.  Lyons.  Price  Id.  An  address 
to  working-men  against  State  despotism. 

The  City  Companies.  By  the  same  Author.  Price  Id. 

LIBERTY  LEAVES  on  the  following  subjects  can 
be  had  on  application,  at  10s.  per  thousand  (a 
Specimen  Set  gratis):  — 

State  Slaves  or  Free  Workers  P 

Compulsory  Allotments. 

Leasehold  Enfranchisement. 

To  Working  Men. 

State  Education. 

* Technical  Education . 

Intermediate  Education. 

Elementary  Education. 

Employers’  Liability. 

Unsocial  Socialism. 

State  and  Municipal  Socialism. 

Rating  of  Ground  Rents. 

State  Lessons  in  Coercion. 

Is  Individualism  Selfish  ? 

Land  and  Capital. 

Private  Works  and  Public  Waste. 

Early  Closing. 
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At  the  same  Offices  can  be  obtained: — 

y The  Man  versns  The  State.  By  Herbert  Spencer.  Reprinted  from 
the  Contemporary  Review.  Price  Is. 

Labour,  Leisure,  and  Luxury.  A contribution  to  present  practical 

political  economy.  By  Alex.  Wylie.  Price  Is. 

**  Its  facts  and  teachings  all  go  to  prove  that  the  drastic  ideas  of  the  levellers  would 
/ in  the  end  be  fatal  to  true  progress  and  subversive  of  the  principles  on  which 

alone  society  can  exist.*^ — Times. 

Principles  of  Plutology.  By  Wordsworth  Donisthorpe.  Price  7s. 
An  Inquiry  into  the  True  Method  of  the  Science  of  Wealth. 

“ His  criticism  is  conceived  in  a genuinely  scientific  spirit.”— Sat arda?/  Review.  “ Is 
worth  reading  as  a critical  investigation.”— TKesemirweer  Review.  “ Treating  an 
* essentially  dry  and  technical  subject  with  a pleasant  freshness  and  aptness  of 

illustration.”— Standard.  “ We  have  met  with  no  work  on  political  economy 
more  suggestive  than  the  present.”— JEdinburff^  Baily  Review. 

Individualism.  A system  of  Politics.  By  the  same  Author.  400  pages. 

» Price  14s. 

La  Ligue  pour  la  Defense  de  la  Liberte  et  de  la  Propriete  en 
Ajigleterre.  By  M.  Arthur  Raffalovich,  with  preface  by  M.  Leon 
4t*  Say.  Price  Is,  A French  view  of  the  anti-socialist  movement  in 

England. 

Liberty  and  Liberalism.  A Protest  against  the  Growing  Tendency 
towards  Undue  Inf^ference  by  the  State  with  Individual  Liberty, 
Private  Enterprise  and  the  Rights  of  Property.  By  Bruce  Smith. 
Crown  8vo.  700  pages.  Price  6s, 

” The  work  before  us  is  the  best  and  most  exhaustive  practical  and  historical  treatise 
on  State  functions  which  has  yet  appeared.”— “ Such  a work  is  certainly 
calculated  to  be  of  great  service  at  the  present  time.”— .4i«tral(wian. 

Leasehold  Enfranchisement.  By  Arthur  Underhill.  Price  6d.  A 
legal  and  economic  defence  of  the  Leasehold  System. 

Political  Economy  for  the  People.  By  J.  L.  Shadwell.  Price  6d. 
Reprinted  from  the  Labour  Newa. 

Prohibitionism  in  Canada  and  the  United  States.  By  Goldwin 
Smith.  Reprinted  from  MacMillan‘*s  Magazine,  March, ^ 1889.  Price 
6d.  An  account  of  the  fiasco  of  intemperate  liquor  legislation. 

Alcohol  and  Total  Abstinence.  By  A.  J.  Mott,  F.G.S.  Reprinted 
from  the  “ National  Review,”  May,  1884.  Price  6d. 

Voluntary  Taxation,  By  J.  Greevz  Fisher.  Price  Id.,  or  Posted  l^d. 
$ An  individualist  solution  of  the  fiscal  problem. 
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Lake  & Sison,  Printers,  Westminster  Chambers,  S.W.,  and  Suffolk  Lane,  E.C 


